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Die Tschechoslowakei wurde am Ende des Ersten Weltkriegs gegründet. Zuvor hatten Tschechen 
und Slowaken in den Verbänden der Habsburgermonarchie und zu einem kleineren Teil an der 
Seite der russischen Armee gekämpft. Wie im polnischen Falle hatten sich also die Angehörigen 
der neu oder wieder gegründeten Nation auf zwei Seiten der Front gegenüber gestanden. Dies 
bestimmte wesentlich die Politik sowohl den Veteranen als auch den Kriegsgeschädigten ge-
genüber. Daneben waren aber auch andere Bestimmungsfaktoren maßgeblich. Hierzu zählte 
in der Sozialpolitik die Tradition der Habsburgermonarchie, die in einer spezifi schen Weise mit 
der demokratisch-humanistischen Rhetorik der Republik verknüpfte wurde. Nach dem Zweiten 
Weltkrieg erfuhren diese Prämissen wesentliche Modifi kationen. Die entsprechenden Prozesse 
skizziert der Artikel vom Ende des Ersten Weltkriegs bis in die 1950er Jahre hinein.
Veterans and war victims after the First and Second World War: 
Main features and data
As stated by the Proclamation of Independence, on October 28th 1918 the indepen-
dent state of Czechoslovakia came into being.2 On the same day the National Assembly 
in Prague declared itself as government. Th e event itself was seen as a revolutionary 
1 This contribution is essentially based on my book: N. Stegmann, Kriegsdeutungen – Staatsgründungen – Sozi-
alpolitik. Der Helden- und Opferdiskurs in der Tschechoslowakei, 1918–1948, München 2010. 
2 Cited after: Právník. Teoretický časopis pro otázky státu a práva 68, 1929, 355 (in following: Právník).
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deed.3 Th e process of state-founding came along with certain ambivalences. Th e most 
important parameter was that the First World War was ex post declared a war for inde-
pendence. At once the state was established as democratic, whereby on morally higher 
standing and more advanced as the fallen Habsburg monarchy, out of which territory 
Czechoslovakia detached itself. Furthermore the process of state creation took place as a 
‘foreign revolution’, i.e. the process was primarily promoted from outside the future state 
territory. Th e pioneers of these developments were the founding fathers of the Republic 
and later presidents Tomás G. Masaryk (1850–1937) and Edvard Beneš (1884–1948) as 
well as the Slovak Milan Štefánik (born 1880), who yet died in 1919, and also the legion-
aries. Th ese were the ‘Czechoslovakian’ units that mostly recruited themselves from the 
renegades and that fought in the ranks of the Allies. Th ese units were already recognised 
as the Czechoslovakian army by the Allies before the formal foundation of the state.4 
Th is constellation led to a rhetorical and institutional interlinking of the democratic 
foundation of the state and the legionaries struggle for liberation. Th erewith the latter 
in many aspects came to play a similar role as the soldiers of national armies in other 
countries.5 Th eir example can thus be taken as prototypical for the process of the state 
foundation. Th is produced numerous problems in relation to majority of the Czecho-
slovakian ex-servicemen, who until the end of the war fought in association with the 
Habsburg monarchy. Estimates assume the following ratio: Over 400 000 soldiers of 
the Austro-Hungarian army are believed to be either of Czech or of Slovak national-
ity. Several hundred thousand members of this army were Germans from Bohemia.6 In 
contrast, the number of legionaries – excluding those who fi rst after the state foundation 
were recruited in Italy, the domobrana (Home Guard) – can be estimated at approx. 
100 000. 7 According to this, only just over seven percent of the former soldiers were 
legionaries. As for the number of war victims, the ministry of social welfare assumed in 
January 1921 that the young Czechoslovakian Republic inhabited 175 000 war invalids 
and 400 000 relatives of invalids and surviving dependants of soldiers killed in action.8 
Of a total population of just over 13 million (value of 1930), 9 this would thus put over 
four percent of the population into the category of ‘war victims’. Against the sketched 
3 Právník 61, 1922, 173.
4 G. Thunig-Nittner, Die tschechoslowakische Legion in Rußland. Ihre Geschichte und Bedeutung bei der Entste-
hung der 1. Tschechoslowakischen Republik, Wiesbaden 1970, 72; K. Bosl (ed.), Handbuch der Geschichte der 
böhmischen Länder, Vol. 3, Stuttgart 1968, 355.
5 T. Kühne, Der Soldat, in: U. Frevert / H.-G.Haupt (ed.), Der Mensch des 20. Jahrhunderts. Frankfurt a.M. / New York 
1999, 344–383; for Austria: C. Hämmerle, Von den Geschlechtern der Kriege und des Militärs. Forschungsein-
blicke und Bemerkungen zu einer neuen Debatte, in: Kühne / Ziemann (ed.), Was ist Militärgeschichte? 229-
262.
6 M. Zückert, Memory of War and National State Integration: Czech and German Veterans in Czechoslovakia after 
1918, in: Central Europe 4, 2006, H. 4, 111–121 111.
7 M. Zückert, Zwischen Nationsidee und staatlicher Realität, Die tschechoslowakische Armee und ihre Nationali-
tätenpolitik, 1918–1938. München 2006 84f..
8 Státní ústřední archiv v Praze: Ministerstvo sociální péče (in following MSP), K. 487, Nr. 773, 1920.
9 W. Kessler, Die gescheiterte Integration. Die Minderheitenfrage in Ostmitteleuropa, 1919–1939, in: H. Lemberg 
(ed.), Ostmitteleuropa zwischen den beiden Weltkriegen (1918–1939). Stärke und Schwäche der neuen Staaten, 
nationale Minderheiten, Marburg 1997, 161-188, hier 170 f.
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backdrop, the veteran and war victims’ policy was oriented towards the example of the 
legionaries. At the same time a second ideal was crucial, namely that of male workers 
and breadwinners. In this aspect the war victims’ legislation corresponded to other so-
cio-political measures, especially the establishment of disability insurance and a pension 
scheme in 1924.10 Whereas only a small portion of men fought on the right side during 
the First World War, the state’s social policy though also recognised the social need of 
those citizens, who brought a war victim onto the wrong side. Th e common construction 
was to display the Czech and the Slovak recruits as those, who were innocently involved 
in the war, as the Habsburg army had established general conscription in 1868. On the 
contrary, the legionaries voluntarily signed up for service to the ‘Czechoslovakian army’. 
Th is willingness characterised the deserter army in a special way. Hereafter, the fi rst were 
passive sacrifi ces; the second active soldiers. In order to be recognised for courage, suff er-
ing and social entitlements, numerous mediation processes were unfolded by those who 
participated in legionary associations as well in war victims unions. 
Th e situation diff ered after the Second World War. From the Czechoslovakian point of 
view, the Second World War was a repetition of the First World War in the sense that 
the nation fought for the reconstruction of their state and therein used the same means, 
and at times the same people, as in the First World War. However, fundamental diff er-
ences have to be pointed out: First of all, the Czechoslovakians were neither called to 
arms in September 1938 (Munich Agreement) nor in March 1939 (establishment of 
the Protectorate of Bohemia and Moravia). Th e character of the national socialist oc-
cupying regime and the London (and Moscow) politics of government in exile, as well 
as the resistance led to numerous new fi gures being introduced into the discourse over 
the Second World War. Besides the legionaries, who formally fought on the side of the 
Allies being subordinated to the London exile government, this was above all the resis-
tance fi ghter. According to information from the ‘Alliance of Freedom Fighters’ (Svaz 
bojovníků za svobodu) founded in 1948 about 80 000 invalids and 113 000 surviving 
dependants received a positive reply to their application for war victims’ pension in the 
same year. For the continuation of the old pensions, 28 000 invalids and 76 000 surviv-
ing dependants were successful in their requests.11 As a result, in the period after the 
Second World War there were, in total 297 000 pensioners from the so called fi rst and 
the second resistance. Th e portion of First World War victims was relatively low. Th e 
anti-Fascist paradigm also led to fact that the veterans and war victims’ policy clearly dif-
ferentiated one guilty group, who did not receive any kind of social services. Th ose who 
were identifi ed as an accomplice to the Germans or the Magyars were excluded from the 
community. Th is very drastic redistribution policy directly corresponded to the expatria-
tion of the German and the Hungarian population. Society clearly identifi ed a common 
enemy and an exclusion mechanism toward ‘Fascists’. Furthermore, society was defi ned 
as a collective of workers. Th e compulsory work duty was the pillar of social policy. In 
10 Deset let Československé republiky, Vol. 3, Praha 1928, 88–90.
11 Hlas revoluce. Orgán svazu protifašistických bojovníků 1, 1948, Nr. 26, 4 (in following: Hlas revoluce).
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addition, the legionaries’ role as national prototype diminished in favour of the freedom 
fi ghters. Since the February coup of 1948, they were furthermore seen as politically sus-
pect, as the majority of the legionaries did not take over the side of the ‘Reds’ after the 
Russian October Revolution.
War victims’ policy from the First World War until the nineteen-thirties 
Th e newly founded Czechoslovakia adapted the social security organisation of Austro-
Hungary. Despite the revolutionary rhetoric the continuity of the institutions was obvi-
ous, both in the logic of the state and in the perception of the citizen. Austria (alongside 
Germany) belonged to the precursors of the introduction of mandatory insurances. At 
the end of the 19th century, these ‘authoritative’ states already possessed an eff ective bu-
reaucracy that could develop and implement such projects. Th e introduction of the man-
datory insurances replaced the communal, familial and ecclesiastic safety net by a public 
one. With the adoption of the social political institutions, the newly founded Czecho-
slovakia took over more than just the framework. Due to the legitimising function of 
the social policy, the new authorities could not take back the state paternal claim of the 
old monarchy. Also the war victims’ policy of Czechoslovakia was built on an already 
prepaired ground. On this path, the young state essentially was drafted on two basic 
elements, namely pension payments and measures of employment promotion. Although 
the latter was seen as more important, it did not come to a compulsory employment law 
for invalids, as was pushed through in other European countries. One reason for this 
could have been the preference of the legionaries, who were extensively given positions in 
public service sector, particularly in the military and in schools.12 In practice this meant 
that the legionaries were in frequent competition with the war victims, who were also 
given that preference. One special feature of the Czechoslovakian policy was the distribu-
tion of kiosks and cinema licences to war victims. Also this instrument of social policy 
was a tradition of the Habsburg monarchy, in a slightly expanded form. One of new 
components was that also legionaries were to profi t from these measures.13 
A law from April 1919 defi ned who got the status of a war victim. Th is was similar to 
the defi nitions given elsewhere: invalids of Czechoslovakian nationality whose ability to 
work was intermittently or permanently infl uenced or entirely lost as a result of injury 
or disease, incurred or worsened in military service, other military arranged assignments 
or in imprisonment, their relatives to whom they were liable for support, as well as 
12 Compare with: I. Šedivý, Legionářská republika? K systému legionářského zákonodárství a sociální péče v 
meziválečné ČSR, in: Historie a vojenství 51, 2002, 1, 158–164.
13 Cited after the protocols of the National Assembly. These are accessable online under: www.psp.cz/cgi-bin/win/
eknih; last visit 16.9.2005; in following cited as: Národní shromáždĕní československé, here 84. schůze, část 1 u. 
2/9, 16.9.2005.
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surviving dependants of persons who died or went missing under the above mentioned 
circumstances, if they were liable for their support.14
Since the middle of 1919, the preferential distribution of kiosks (trafi ky) and cinema 
licences to war victims was confi rmed with a Czechoslovakian decree. Th e state tobacco 
monopoly already existed in the Habsburg monarchy since 1773. Josef II had then an-
nounced that the war victim soldiers would be allotted kiosks and the war victim offi  cers 
would be allotted tobacco wholesales. 15 An initiative of Allegiance of Czechoslovakian 
War Victims (Družina československých válečných poškozenců) had insisted upon main-
tenance of this regulation. Th e in 1919 adopted law became extended in 1920. From 
now on, also the distribution of positions in tobacco stuff s and spirits as well as leasing 
station restaurants and canteens would be organised in the favour of war victims and 
legionaries.16 
A new regulation on pensions for the war victims came in February 1920. In the mean-
time the victims of the war were limited to a meagre pension, which they received in 
accordance with the Austrian and (for the Slovakian region) with the Hungarian re-
gulation. Th e law from February 1920 stipulated, that if the invalids’ disability (ztráta 
výdělečné schopnosti) accounted for 85 percent, then they would receive a yearly benefi t of 
1 800 Crowns. In the case of a lesser disability, the benefi ts would incrementally decrease 
until 20 percent of the maximum sum (that is 360 Crowns) with a disability of 20 to 24 
percent. Th e widows’ benefi t amounted to 600 Crowns a year, slightly more than what 
invalids received with a disability of 25 to 34 percent; children received considerably less. 
Th e regulations only applied provided that the family received less than 4 000 Crowns 
per year from other means.17 From the start, the heights of the pensions were faced with 
hefty arguments, as they by far did not reach expectations. As before, an actual livelihood 
was questionable. Apparently there were also grave delays in the payment of pensions.18
However, as insistently the misery and as clear the duty towards the war victims was, the 
state never managed to come to a basic provision of pension payments. A great number 
of initiatives led to marginal modifi cations.19 Th e bitter protests from invalids’ unions 
could not change much. Th is resulted that the fi nancial situation of the invalids, their 
relatives and the surviving dependants of soldiers killed in action became dependent on 
private as well as public welfare such as union subventions from the state. Even though 
the social political institutions were aware of their responsibility, it did not come to 
comprehensive fi nancial support for the victim. Rather the war victims’ policy rested on 
14 Sociální revue. Orgán Ministerstva práce a sociální péče 1, 1919/20, Nr. 1-2, 44 (in following; Sociální revue)
15 T. Blimberger, Das österreichische Tabakmonopol, Diplomarbeit Wien 1986, 13, 101.
16 Národní shromáždĕní československé 1920-1925, 84. schůze, část 1 u. 2/9.
17 Sociální revue 1, 1919/20, 415–419.
18 Národní shromáždĕní československé 1920–25, 178. schůze, část 3/6, 2.
19 Sociální revue 1, 1919/20, 505–517, Sociální revue 2, 1921, 42; Sociální revue 3, 1922, 150 –155; Sociální revue 4, 
1923, 86–111.
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the concept of self-help, but given that the war invalids frequently suff ered from severe 
physical disabilities, this hardly could be managed.20 
Nevertheless, the legislation established comprehensive regulations and entitlements to 
benefi ts, that focussed less on charitable aims and more so on the role of legionaries and 
workers. Th e core of the war victims’ policies would not be the maintenance of invalids, 
but their rehabilitation into society as a productive citizen. As a further measure, the 
invalids were to go through schooling to be enabled for productive employment, despite 
physical disabilities. Part of the policy was also a therapeutic measure and for the prepa-
ration of prostheses and other aid appliances. Th e majority of the socialisation measures 
aimed at making it possible for the invalids and their families to lead a normal life of 
husbands and fathers.21
Th e main idea of integrating the war invalids into the employment market could only 
take hold as long as there was enough labour demand. Especially, directly after the war 
there was however a high unemployment rate, so that particularly in that period the sup-
port of pension payments was so crucial. In fact the labour demand did increase soon 
after that, although not to such an extent that every invalid could enter into regular 
full employment. Without a doubt those war invalids who succeeded early in entering 
regular employment were fi nancially the best off . Th e rest generally belonged to the 
socially deprived citizens of the young state. Th is development dramatically worsened in 
the 1930s as a result of an economic crisis that led to a steep increase in the unemploy-
ment rate. Th ereof mainly the German populated areas of Czechoslovakia were aff ected. 
While the Czechoslovakian economy as a whole recovered from the mid 1930s, the level 
of unemployment in the peripheral region remained high.22 It has been estimated that in 
the winter of 1932 / 33 two thirds of the job-seeker in Czechoslovakia were German (al-
though they accounted for one quarter of the population).23 In a time where the ‘strong 
and physically fi t’ were unable to fi nd work and the chances were a lot worse for the 
‘physically weak and disabled’ war invalids, the minister of social aff airs acknowledged 
and underlined the special obligation of the state towards the war victims.24 Th e social 
institutions could however hardly contain the misery of the unemployed.25 Even a pro-
gramme of public aid for war invalids, established in 1930, did not change the miserable 
situation much.26 
20 Examples of terrible injuries and impairments are given in: O. Kypr, Světová válka a její oběti, Prag 1929, 16–30.
21 Ibid., 55.
22 Z. Kárník, České země v éře První republiky (1918–1938), Vol. 2: Československo a české země v krizi a v ohrožení 
(1929–1935), Prag 2003, 50; Vol. 3: O přežití a o život (1936–1938), Praha 2003, 59f. 
23 V. Zimmermann, Die Sudetendeutschen im NS-Staat. Politik und Stimmung im Reichsgau Sudetenland (1938–
1945), Essen 1999, 38.
24 Dvacet let práce Družiny válečných poškozenců československých, 1917–1937. Praha 1937.
25 Also the unemployed and unfi t to work legionaries as well as the dependants of fallen legionaries had to accept 
a ‘deterioration’ of their economic situation. As a result they criticised various legionaries’ organisations and re-
quested for remedies, cf. MSP, K. 216.
26 J. Nečas, 20 let sociální péče v Československé republice. Praha 1938, 94.
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In the background, foreign politics also change changed course. Th e establishment of 
authoritarian regimes in numerous neighbouring countries touched also in the funda-
ments of Czechoslovak social policies.27 Abstract democratic societal ideals lost, however 
precisely in analogy to the seemingly fl ourishing dictatorships. Th is especially applied 
to the German minority, who were particularly harshly aff ected by the mass misery. 
Th eir organisations compared the social situation in the Reich with their own and came 
to the conclusion that they were particularly bad off . Referring to the ‘winter aid’ in 
national socialist Germany, the Czechoslovakian powers underlined in 1935 the close 
ties between the democratic postulate of equality and social policy. Even though Czecho-
slovakia would not be able to invest to the same extent, they would still then distribute 
to same proportions, so that all those suff ering at least receive something in equal meas-
ure.28 Th is maxim was explicitly formulated for the minority, who thereafter would be 
convinced, that the social provisions exposed to democratic freedom could not be ideal. 
In the background, from the mid 1930s the next war was coming threateningly close.29 
Th ough it came to a common peace statement from the Czech and German war victims 
in 1936, 30 however the German war victims in the Czechoslovakian Republic, organised 
by in the Union of War Injured, Widows and Orphans (Bund der Kriegsverletzten, Wit-
wen und Waisen), in 1938 (relatively late and more or less forced) started drifting into 
the fairway of the Sudeten German Party. 31 
The social and war victims’ policy from the Second World War 
until the nineteen fi fties
Th e establishment of the Protectorate of Bohemia and Moravia and the Slovakian puppet 
state in March 1939, meant the end of an independent Czechoslovakia. In the context of 
re-fi ghting the state the Czech freedom fi ghters and the Slovak partisans were perceived 
as bearers of the independence movement. Furthermore the Slovak uprising of August 
1944 and the Prague uprising of May 1945 were interpreted as the symbol of the fi ght 
against the occupation. With this backdrop, the end of the Second World War presented 
a deep turning point that also aff ected the bases of social political trade. Diff erent as in 
other countries that were under the Soviet hegemony, was the comparatively large con-
sent of Communism in Czechoslovakia in the fi rst post war years. Th e carrying pillars 
of the 1945 Czechoslovakian economic and social policy were the nationalisation of key 
industries, banks and insurances and the land reform. Th e on May 26th 1946 elected leg-
27 Cf. e.g.: Naše doba. Revue pro vĕdu, umĕní a život sociální 44, 1936/37, 257f.
28 Péče o mládež. Měsíčník Ministerstva sociální péče (im Folgenden: Péče o mládež) 14, 1935, 255.
29 Cf. among others: Nový život. Ústřední orgán Družiny československých válečných poškozenců 19, 1935, Nr. 12, 
1; Nr. 13, 1 (in following: Nový život).
30 Der Kriegsverletzte. Organ des Bundes der Kriegsverletzten für Böhmen, Mähren und Schlesien (Sitz Reichen-
berg) 18, 1936, Nr. 3, 1f.; 19, 1937, Nr. 7, 10 (in following: Der Kriegsverletzte).
31 Der Kriegsverletzte 18, 1936, Nr. 3, 1f.; 19, 1937, Nr. 7, 10 .
70 | Natali Stegmann
islative national assembly issued a two year reconstruction programme in October 1946. 
From January 1947 the economic productivity was to be ten percent higher as that of the 
pre-war level, within 24 months. 32 A core element of the plan was to mobilise the work 
forces on the bases of the right to work and the duty to work, including more or less 
people with limited work abilities and the so far unemployed women. Th ese measures 
were considered as popular democratic and revolutionary. Th e increased eff orts for eco-
nomic mobilisation of the people were directly connected to the forced migration of the 
German population, whose manpower was considered replaceable. Th is line of argumen-
tation was used as a motivation for the population. 33 Nationalisation, land reform and 
mobilisation (as well as the forced migration policy) were generally greeted as necessary 
drastic changes in the interest of national consolidation.34 Th e national post war politics, 
addressed to the ‘people’, was not only to be seen as a repetition but as a completion of 
the state’s founding in 1918 / 19.35 Economic policy and public steering were means for 
a governmental redistribution, which was aimed at the establishment of social justice and 
an equalisation of living conditions.36 Despite the great consent of the Czechoslovakian 
population for Communism and therefore the outline of the post war politics; after the 
coup d’état of the Communists and the abdication of Beneš in February 1948, a great 
number of Czechoslovakian Communists came under the Stalinist general suspicion of 
treason and espionage. Before I conclusively come back to that, fi rst the most important 
changes of the war victims’ legislation will be looked at.
Th e war victims’ legislation was changed during the war once and twice directly after 
it, namely by the ‘governmental decree of September 8th 1943 on the care for war vic-
tims’ (Regierungsverordnung vom 8. September 1943 über die Versorgung der Kriegs-
geschädigten)37 and by the ‘law of July 18th 1946 on the care for the military and war 
injured and victims of the war and fascists persecution’ (Zákon ze dne 18. července 1946 o 
péči o vojenské a válečné poškozence a oběti války a fašistické persekuce). 38 Th e protectorate’s 
decree did stipulate the claim respectively the necessity of payments increase, however in 
the scope of the occupying order. Jewish war victims would not be granted the raise (§ 
83). Th e pensions rested fully if a war victim was in camps or prisons or was confi rmed 
a ‘state enemy’ (§ 69). In the following revision and on the basis of the practice of the 
32 J. M. Michal, Die wirtschaftliche Entwicklung der Nachkriegszeit, in: V. R. Mamatey / R. Luža (ed.), Geschichte der 
Tschechoslowakischen Republik, 1918–1948. Wien / Köln / Graz 1980, 456–491, citation 473 f.
33 Svobodné slovo. Ústřední orgán Československé strany národnésocialistické 2, 1946–3, 30.10.1946.
34 K. Kaplan, Der kurze Marsch. Kommunistische Machtübernahme in der Tschechoslowakei 1945–1948, Mün-
chen / Wien 1981, 41.
35 C. Brenner, Perspektivy roku 1945, in: St. Kokoška / Z. Kokošková / J. Kocian (ed.), Československo na rozhraní 
dvou epoch nesvobody. Sborník z konference k 60. výročí konce druhé světové války, Praha 2005, 257–263, 
citation 258. 
36 Sociální revue 22, 1947, 267; Péče o mládež 27, 1948, 33.
37 Sbírka zákonů a nařízení Protektorátu Čechy a Morava 1943, 1225-1252.
38 Sbírka zákonů a nařízení Republiky československé 1946, 1099–1122.
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investigation commission, all pension claims were reviewed. In many cases this led to a 
decrease in percentage or denial of the pension entitlement.39 
In the post war period there were again fundamental changes, but this time under re-
versed auspices. Th e law from 1946 signifi cantly increases the group of ‘victim’. Besides 
the injured from the First World War, there was now a whole line of victims from the 
occupying power as well as from the anti-Fascist struggle, namely people who under 
the following circumstances suff ered a physical injury or a deteriorating of a physical 
disability:  
–   in military service, namely since the mobilisation of 1938 Czechoslovakian army or 
an allied army, in partisan units, in the participation of the Prague or the Slovakian 
uprising or in other anti-Fascist military actions or in the support thereof or in the 
sanitary services of such units,
–   in imprisonment, in abduction, in concentration camps or on the grounds of partici-
pation of odboj (resistence) in detained prison, as well
–   in the exercise of forced labour. 
Also the surviving dependants and relatives were included in the group (§ 2). Th ese peo-
ple could also receive various aid services according a provisional decree from July 1945. 
At the centre of a corresponding ministry announcement was the gratitude, which the 
people owed to the victims of resistance.40 Th e reversal of the expansion of the term vic-
tim to participants of the resistance, as well as victims of political and racial persecution, 
stood in sharp demarcation to the estimation of those who were not to be seen as victims 
of the Second World War. Th ereto, according to the presidential decrees from June 19th 
1945 and January 24th 1946, the following were accounted: legally convicted fascist 
traitors, volunteers who fought against the Czechoslovakian Republic’s Allied armies, as 
well as people who were detected being as subversive, those who withdrew from service 
to the Czechoslovakian army, those who from the time of the Munich Pact coming into 
eff ect up to the day of liberation, had voluntarily pursued work in an enemy state of 
the republic, and their surviving dependents (§ 11). Th is regulation did not in express 
terms, but practically was directed against the German and Magyar accomplices. Th e 
new war victims’ legislation was thereby much clearer directed against those, who during 
the war either actually or probably acted with enemies, and only gave state support to 
those who fought on the right side. Th is newly implemented regulation also expressed 
the right to occupation for war invalids with a work ability of less than 45 percent. Th ose 
who were injured during the resistance were thereby explicitly preferred vis-à-vis other 
severely handicapped (§ 96). What was also new was that pensions were now no longer 
dependent on other incomes the victims received.41 Th is complied with an old demand 
39 This follows from the documents Státní úřad pro válečné poškozence v Praze (Public Central Archive Prague). The-
se documents were not systematically evaluated, a superfi cial average does however show, that the practical 
reclassifi cation was harshly applied during the Protectorate. As the documents were alphabetically sorted, cer-
tain individual cases could more or less be followed over a longer period of time.
40 Sociální revue 20, 1945, H. 1-2, 23f.
41 Nový život 30, 1946, Nr. 7, 1.
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of war victims, who in this regard in the interwar period had, unsuccessfully, pushed to 
be treated equal to the legionaries. Th e new legislation expressed, in the indicated regula-
tions, a clear valuation of personal conduct. Th e provided recognition as a victim by ex-
ercising in combat activity was no longer possible. Uncertainties, as was the result of the 
interwar period legislation, were not permitted by the new regulations. In the time after 
the Second World War, the battle of the Czechoslovakians against the national socialist 
occupation was unquestionably portrayed as a battle of two strictly opposing and entirely 
separated camps. Th ose who were defi ned as belonging to the enemy camp were given no 
recognition of their suff ering and needs and had no right to social services. Furthermore, 
in the distribution of labour possibilities, sacrifi ces of the second resistance counted more 
than those of the First World War.
Th e essence of the post war legislation was the expansion of the term victim and the 
exclusion of those, who were found guilty of the war and the occupation. In the amalga-
mation of the categories heroes and victims, also the land reform was oriented in favour 
of the victims of the national socialist rule and the resistance fi ghters. Herewith the hier-
archy of war victims among each other as well as their positions was redefi ned in society. 
Th e revaluation of the victim after the Second World War led to the abolition of income 
limits but also to the increase of pensions, especially after the introduction of the obliga-
tion to be employed. Th ese measures point out the special status of the victim, which was 
based on evidence of their participation in the anti-Fascist camp. Exactly in this context, 
the veterans of the resistance received their privilege. Hereby, the fundamental hierar-
chisation feature of the victims is addressed analogously. Th us the victims of the First 
World War played an observable incidental role in the new victims’ discourse. Legally 
they represented the output group of the war victims, who were merely supplemented by 
the victims from the Second World War. However the defi nition of this second victims 
group was to be portrayed as a heroic, morally superior prototype, which did not apply 
to the victims of the First World War. Last but not least, a generation change was also 
expressed. 
Already immediately after the Second World War, the right to work and the obligation 
to work were fundamental instruments of the Czechoslovakian social policy. Th e orienta-
tion of this maxim can therefore not be seen as a result of sovietisation. Th is new ‘people’s 
community’ (Volksgemeinschaft) was paradoxically to a large extent a continuation of 
the protectorate’s working duty. 42 After its demise, the recruitment obligation founded 
closer ties for the poor and needy invalids to the state, above all as the state now regulated 
the labour market more than before 1945 and in most cases also acted as employer.43 Th e 
organised war victims would insist on the compliance of the recruitment obligation.44 
42 On compulsory work duty in the Protectorate: J. Gebhart / J. Kuklík, Dramatické i všední dny protekorátu, Prag 
1996, 48–53. 
43 After the nationalisation, 60 percent of workers were employed in state enterprises, cf.: K. Kaplan, Der kurze 
Marsch, 41 (see footnote 34).
44 Nový život 30, 1946, Nr. 7, 1.
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Th e lack of workforce after ‘the fi nal evacuation of the Germans’45 served as an argument 
in favour of the invalids. Th ey did not only sue for a right, but also wanted to fulfi l their 
‘civic duty’ and participate in the reconstruction of society.46 Th e war invalids thereby 
demanded to be included at the core of in the general work duty. Th e new reason for the 
willingness to work was acclaimed as: work is ‘a means of satisfaction of life vocation, of 
family livelihood and of the collective pursuit of the very best economic advance of the 
people’.47 Only in this sequence of personal and collective needs, could particular social 
needs be served. Besides this it was hinted on those war invalids, who by age and physi-
cal state were actually hindered from participating in a working life. 48 Th e First World 
War victims detracted themselves from the new paradigm and could thereby eff ectively 
retreat into their retirement. Th e young victims of the second resistance per defi nition 
corresponded to the collective hero fi gure of the people.
Th e victim’s policy of the time after the Second World War was thus far more aimed at 
a paradigmatic model, in which recognition as victim was only still possible then, if the 
victim fought on the side of ‘ heroic people’ or lost someone who fought at that side. 
Even though work was the outline of the second consolidation programme, the victims’ 
policy was nevertheless not as strongly fi xated on the fi gure of workers and breadwinners 
as it was during the interwar period. More so, it was addressed to the new ideal of a na-
tional collective, that was defi ned as a working association to which all members unques-
tionably belonged, that is those who still belonged to the Czechoslovakian people after 
punishment and the expulsion of ‘foreign traitors’. Th e economic interests of individuals 
seemed to be cancelled out in this collective. Th is diminished the importance of family, 
as a place of all-embracing care of individuals. At the same time, women were to step into 
the line of work. Th e concept of work was thereby detached from the living conditions of 
individual people. ‘Work’ was as ubiquitously as vague. With this, the meaning of work 
disability for social interactions of invalids was also pushed to the background. 
Since the February uprising until the beginning of the 1960s, one could speak of a 
Stalinist phase, in which the all powerful Communist Party of Czechoslovakia copied 
the Soviet system in many aspects. Th e characteristic trademark of the Czechoslovakian 
Stalinism were the purges and show trials. Th e Soviet instruments of dictatorship and 
terror, which are generally attributed to the 1930s, were deployed again in the 1950s 
in the western satellite states, on a far greater scale than, for example, in Hungary or 
Poland. According to Kaplan, between 1948 and 1952, in the small country 40 000 to 
45 000 citizens were prosecuted in political trials with an average imprisonment of ten 
years, 232 were condemned to death by hanging, of which 178 were consummated, and 
numerous others were prosecuted by district, regional and military courts for shorter 
45 Nový život 31, 1947, Nr. 1, 1.
46 Ibid.
47 Nový život 32, 1948, Nr. 4, 1.
48 Nový život 31, 1947, Nr. 1, 1.
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prison sentences.49 Often it was exactly those soldiers from the ‘second resistance’, who 
after 1948 became the victims of terror, who came to be seen as potential enemies. Th ose, 
who participated in the ‘national liberation camp’, namely questioned the picture of 
Soviet troops as the sole liberator of Eastern Europe and therefore became suspected by 
the regime.50 
In the sequence of the fi rst and second resistance, now both movements counted as steps 
on the road to the ‘February Revolution’ (that is the 1948 coup) and, in the sense of 
historical materialism, as a necessary preliminary stage to Socialism. At the height of the 
show trials, an article in the magazine of the Association of Freedom Fighters, explained 
the principle of ‘revolutionary vigilance’. It attested to concern everything for which men 
fought. Implicitly it announced the purges of the association. Th is for example is illus-
trated by the remark, that in our own way we are all freedom fi ghters in the end – also 
the ‘bourgeois’. In this context, the agents of Capitalism, spies and other elementary dan-
gers were mentioned.51 A few months later the association’s members were summoned 
to acquire new membership cards.52 It can be assumed, that they were not handed out 
to everyone. Probably this request was not fulfi lled by a certain number of members. 
In the following years the call for self criticism multiplied. One problem was evidently 
illustrated by the inactivity of a great number of members, who no longer followed the 
demonstrations and assembly calls. Th e chair of the association described how to avoid 
the ‘mistake’ of the future: ‘Certainly it is not enough to love the Soviet Union. People 
need to learn from her and to accentuate the gained experiences into our daily work and 
activities, for our people and for our republic.’53 Faced by threat scenarios and purges, 
a passive attitude was no longer possible. However, activities could only be carried out 
according to the Soviet model. Th ere was no way back. Th e past was just a preliminary 
stage of the present, which was forced to move forward. Th e new interpretation frame 
had also little space for those belonging to the ‘civilian’ resistance, legionaries of the First 
World War and the Jewish victims of National Socialism. 54
49 K. Kaplan, „Massenungesetzlichkeit“ und politische Prozesse in der Tschechoslowakei 1948 bis 1953, in: W. Ma-
derthaner / H. Schafranek / B. Unfried (ed.), „Ich habe den Tod verdient“. Schauprozesse und politische Verfolgung 
in Mittel- und Osteuropa, Wien 1991, 37–56, hier 50 f.
50 J. Pelikán, Einleitung, in: Idem. (ed.), Pervertierte Justiz. Bericht der Kommission des ZK der KPTsch über die po-
litischen Morde und Verbrechen in der Tschechoslowakei 1949–1963. Wien 1972 16; K. Kaplan, Die politischen 
Prozesse in der Tschechoslowakei, 1948–1954; München 1986, 115.
51 Hlas revoluce 3, 1950, Nr. 13, 6f.
52 Hlas revoluce 3, 1950, Nr. 22, 1.
53 Hlas revoluce 5, 1952, Nr. 2, 1, 3, citation 3.
54 Cf. e.g. article on a peace demonstration in Auschwitz and on the ‘small stronghold’ in Theresienstadt: Hlas 
revoluce 5, 1952, Nr. 6, 1; Nr. 10, 5; 4, 1951, Nr. 15, 11. 
